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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 03/30/2009 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 34-69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ohno et al. (US 2001/0028782), Ismail et al. (US 2003/0118323), and Cheng et 
al. (US 2003/0204848). 

Regarding claim 34, Ohno et al. disclose a video recorder (Fig. 1 ; Fig. 5) 
configured to solve a tuner conflict ([0071]-[0080]), the video recorder comprising: at 
least one television tuner that is in a network of tuners (Fig. 1 ; Fig. 5; [0030]; [0044]), the 
at least one television tuner being configured to receive a plurality of shows ([0071]); a 
storage device coupled to the at least one television tuner, the storage device being 
configured to store a plurality of the received shows ("Storage 1 1 0" of Fig. 1 ; [0040]; 
[0071]); and a conflict manager configured to: maintain a plurality of shows that are 
scheduled for storage on the storage device using the at least one tuner ([0071]); 
determine that there is a tuner conflict based on the maintained shows ([0074]); 
providing a solution by determining the availability of at least one other tuner in the 



Application/Control Number: 10/605,246 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2621 

network of tuners in response to the determination that there is the tuner conflict 
([0076]; [0078]); generating a solution to the tuner conflict without further action by a 
user ([0071]-[0080]); and issue the storage command to initiate the storage of the show 
according to storage schedule corresponding to one of the plurality of solutions using 
the at least one other tuner in the network of tuners ([0079]). 

However, Ohno et al. do not disclose maintaining a list of shows, in which at least 
two of the shows are scheduled for storage on the storage device using the at least one 
tuner at the same time, and each solution corresponding to a storage schedule that 
comprises a subset of the shows in the maintained list; the tuner conflict is determined 
based on the maintained list of shows when the at least two shows are pending 
issuance of a storage command before being stored on the storage device; and 
providing the solution by determining availability of at least one other tuner before 
issuance of the storage command in response to the determination that there is the 
tuner conflict. 

Ismail et al. disclose maintaining a list of shows, in which at least two of the 
shows are scheduled for storage on the storage device using the at least one tuner at 
the same time ([0054]; [0055]; Fig. 2); and each of plurality of solutions without further 
action by a user corresponding to a storage schedule that comprises a subset of the 
shows in the maintained list ([0054]; [0055]; and Fig. 2). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the show list disclosed by Ismail into the video recorder 
disclosed by Ohno to give users flexibility on recording of programs. For example, the 
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list of programs to be recorded can be automatically collected using user's preference 
data or by users' requests or using storage capacity constraints. The incorporated 
feature would make the video recorder more robust and well adaptive to users' taste 
and network environments. 

However, Ohno et al. and Ismail et al. do not disclose the tuner conflict is 
determined based on the maintained list of shows when the at least two shows are 
pending issuance of a storage command before being stored on the storage device; and 
providing the solution by determining the availability of at least one other tuner before 
issuance of the storage command in response to the determination that there is the 
tuner conflict. 

Cheng et al. disclose a tuner conflict is determined based on the maintained list 
of shows when the at least two shows are pending issuance of a storage command 
before being stored on the storage device (Fig. 5; [0046]); and the solution is then 
determined, before issuance of the storage command in response to the determination 
that there is the tuner conflict ([0046]). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the teachings of Cheng et al. into the video recorder 
disclosed by Ohno et al. and Ismail et al. in order to resolve any potential conflicts in 
advance when programs have only been scheduled but not recorded yet. This would 
provide advantages because delays in recordings are eliminated. 
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Regarding claim 35, Ohno et al. also disclose the conflict manager is further 
configured to determine an availability of at least one other tuner in the network of 
tuners by querying the network for another available tuner ([0074]-[0078]). 

Regarding claim 36, Ismail et al. also disclose receiving a request to store a 
further show to the storage device ([0055]) and assigning a priority to the further show 
([0055]). 

Regarding claim 37, Ismail et al. also disclose evaluating the plurality of solutions 
by comparing the assigned priority of the further show to priorities associated with the 
shows in the plurality of solutions ([0054]; [0055]). 

Regarding claim 38, Ismail et al. also disclose eliminating at least one solution if 
each of the shows in the storage schedule corresponding to the at least one solution 
has a lower priority than the priority assigned to the further show ([0054]; [0055]). 

Regarding claim 39, Ismail et al. also disclose cancelling the recording of each of 
the shows in the storage schedule corresponding to the at least one eliminated solution 
([0054]; [0055]). 

Regarding claim 40, Ismail et al. also disclose providing the user with the 
opportunity to cancel at least one show from one of the plurality of solutions ([0054]; 
[0055]). 

Regarding claim 41, Ismail et al. also disclose searching through an interactive 
program guide to determine if one of the shows in the maintained list is available to 
record at a later time ([0019]; [0026]; [0038]). 
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Regarding claim 42, Ismail et al. also disclose rescheduling the recording of the 
program to the later time based on the determination ([0019]; [0026]). 

Claim 43 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 34 above. 

Claim 44 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 35 above. 

Claim 45 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 36 above. 

Claim 46 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 37 above. 

Claim 47 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 38 above. 

Claim 48 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 39 above. 

Claim 49 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 40 above. 

Regarding claim 50, Ismail et al. also disclose the priority associated with one 
show in the maintained list of shows is established by comparing the length of the one 
show to each of the other shows in the maintained list ([0054]). 

Regarding claim 51 , Ismail et al. also disclose the priority associated with one 
show in the maintained list of shows is established based on whether the show was 
scheduled for recording manually or automatically ([0055]). 

Regarding claim 52, Ismail et al. also disclose determining if there is a conflict 
between a plurality of series ([0019]; [0054]). 

Regarding claim 53, Ismail et al. also disclose eliminating at least one solution if 
at least one show in the storage schedule corresponding to the at least one solution is 
part of the series and is a repeat ([0019]). 

Regarding claim 54, Ismail et al. also disclose the priority associated with one 
show in the maintained list of shows is established based on whether the one show is 
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currently being recorded to the storage device ([0054]; [0055]; it is noted that, according 
to the teaching of Ismail et al., the show currently being recorded has the highest 
priority). 
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Regarding claim 67, Ohno et al. also disclose the conflict manager is further 
configured to initiate the storage of shows using the at least one other tuner in the 
network of tuners according to the storage schedule ([0078]; [0079]). 

Claim 68 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 67 above. 

Claim 69 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 67 above. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung Q. Dang whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1116. The examiner can normally be reached on IFT. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, THAI Q. TRAN can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Hung Q Dang/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2621 

/Thai Tran/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



